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objects of Love, there is in truth only one, under two labels : and the whole transaction described is purely human. It is expressly said that, when the mind intellectually loves, it is God that is the lover: the human mind then is God. To relieve the shock of this identification, Spinoza qualifies it by making it partial, instead of total: the human mind is God, as far as it goes ; and God is the human mind, not of course in His infinitude, but so far as His nature takes the form of this particular essence. In this specialised form, love, like understanding, emerges in His nature, which, as infinite, can have no such predicate: if you ask for the consciousness of it, there is but one, and that is the human: you may also call it Divine, if you like; but this only provides a second name for the same fact. One other question may be raised: what is the effect of the subordinate qualifying clause, 'the essence of the human mind under the form of eternity ?7 Simply to limit our attention to the necessary nature of the mind as a mode of the thinking attribute, in contradistinction from its temporal existence in this or that instance through the laws of phenomenal succession. The doctrine, therefore, here laid down, as to the seat of love is that mads love is what we must mean when we speak of God's love, and that the latter is simply the infinite sum-total of the love experienced by all finite minds. And, a&. to the object of love; there is no difference on the two sides of the main equation: our 'intellectual love' is directed upon 'God;' and so is God's self-love: the term in both instances denotes the necessary truth of things as apprehended by the. necessary laws of thinking.
In the corollary, however, the same trick is practised on the object which has been already applied to the subject; and the Self that God loves turns out to be Mankind. After the previous identification, there can be no difficulty about this: the essence of humanity is one with the universal or Divine nature no- less in you than in me; and the substitution of the modal for the supreme name is no less legitimate in the predicate, than that of the supreme for the